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SZ} RECORD OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION

O

DATE: Nov. 6, 1981 RECORDED BY: "f}\

AJ

FROM: Bill Sanders

TO: Dale Bryson

SUBJECT: Turn Around Time for Dioxin Analytical Results

I called Dale in response to Sandra's 11/3/81 memo, above subject,

DISCUSSION:
I advised him that there was apparently

re: the Sauget Toxic Dump Samples.

a misunderstanding. The first set of samples will be run on contract {VIAR)

within 30 days of sample collection for all parameters specified, including

dioxin; however, the protocal to be used--due to evidence of high concentra-

tion--is for medium concentration samples (10 ppm to 15000 ppm). Consequently,

if (and only if) the actual concentration of the samples is less than 10 ppm

(in essence, Non Detect), will we need to rerun samples. In this eventuality,

we will send a sample to the University of Nebraska. The expected turnaround

time there is uncertainsdy, but our (frustrating) experience indicates that

<::;six months is Wertainly pssible.

‘?BTS?~1~£u4%?/€oncur in the need to get this information to you as soon as

possible. We will do everything necessary on our end, but the delays are

~ external and mostly beyond our control.)
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V v

DATE: NOV 3 1981

SUBJECT: Turn-Around Time for Dioxin Analytical Results

FROM: andra S. Gardebring EJJQ % e

Director, Enforcement Division

TO: William H. Sanders III
Director, Surveillance & Analys1s Division

On October 16, 1981, a Priority 1 Sampling Request was submitted for the
site adjacent to the Sauget Toxic Dump, Sauget, I11linois (Attachment 1).
The survey was to take place October 21, 1981, but was changed by the
contractor (FIT) to November 11, 1981. Discussions between our respec-
tive staffs indicate that dioxin analysis results may take up to 6 months
(30-90 days for the organic scan and upon completion another 30-90 days
for the dioxin analysis). While we understand the analytical problems
associated with dioxin, a possible 6 mopth turn-around time for this
Priority 1 Request is unacceptable. This is particularly true in light
of the fact that very recent preliminary data (Attachment 2) indicate
there is leachate leaving the site possibly contaminated with many pollu-
tants of concern.

If there is any possible way this projected turn-around can be considerably
shortened, it would be appreciated. I would be happy to discuss in detail
with you the particular urgency associated with this investigation.

Attachments
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sucsect Request For:  sampling Survey, Mississippi,

‘; Co~ ', ' //q
‘Fﬂbht Sandra S. Gardebring (%EFthij 5b;7¢-_'

. . - | |
UINIILY Dl( )t..‘) IV I L 0790 171 1w con o et

Riverfront Sauget, IL

. - o . . \
@ﬁﬁ" Djvector, Enforcement Q1v1s1on |
to: William H. Sanders, III, Director . - : ~ |
Surveillance & Analysis Division -*°., . l o
Project Objective:
Sample and analyze leachate from hazardous waste site (Sauget Toxic Dump)
adjacent to the Mississippi River in Sauget, I1. .Mr. Richard Boice has .
already surveyed the site with David DiTraglia and is familiar with theJ
sampling locations. Due to the Mississippi's low water stage,the observed
leachate streams are ncw accessible and the sampling should be performed as
soon as possible. Presence of dioxins-is highly suspected. -
: : : T B
’ ) ' :
Dacision Unit _ D314 Specific Activity Priority 1
Desired Cunpletion Date ASAP Authority Law/Soction RCRA ‘
Principal Contact: Edward DiDomenico Phone 353-2110
Date:
Subject: Acknoaledgment of Receipt of York Request
From:
To:
will do the above work (as specfied) (with modifications).
" Target Conip. Date: S&A Project Ho.__ Est. Cost
«  S&A Project Leader: ' o Phone
Conments:
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. BY FLAMELESS AA:

T R TP T
‘1. TYPE & ESTINATED HUNBER OF SANPLES :
A, GROUND UATER ~E AR i 1. SLuoce
B. SURFACE fw‘msn. R soIL B { A
¢. RUKOFF/LEACHATE 3 " G. SEDINENT __ 3 K. OTHER
D. WASTE STREAM ' u BARREL | '
I1. AMALYTICAL ANALYS.IS prQUIRED .
~ A. METALS - ICAP _ X R

e WEAD % -7 doomERcuiRY X
hi.:ﬁussruc e cammum |
ce. SELENIUN - . 4. REXAVALENT

' .9."0THERS‘
B. Cvavross  _ x_ o o.
[€. ORGANICS' ' R S

- 8« BASE NEUTRAL FRACTION (PRIMARILY, SUSSTITUTED BENZENES OTHER

. C. " PURGEABLE ORGANICS (HIGHLY VOLATILE SOLVENTS)
d. ACID FRACTIGI (PHENQLICS)

X

. THAN PHENOLS)
b. PESTICIDE FRACTION AND TRACE CHLORINATED 02GANICS X
' X

X

é. ORGANIC SCAM - SEDIMENTS (HEXAHE/ACETONE EXTRACT) X

f. PCBs X
. D. ALL NPDES PERMIT PARAMETERS
E. OTH§R Total dioxins (if positive then isom;} specific) and toté] furans
cc: . EEID : o
" Daue mc,%.;\gw »DISTRICT OFFICE | L T
CURTIS Ross, L | B L o
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RECORD OF
COMMUNICATION

FyrHoNE CALL  [TJoiscus UN

[ OTHER (SPECIFY)

{JFieLo Taw [JCONFERENCE

(Record of item checked above)

YO:

Mr. Perry Mann
IEPA ~ Collinsville

FROM
David DiTraglia
Engineering Unit II
U.S. EPA

CATE
October 23, 1981

TIME

A.M,

SUBJECT
Sauget Toxic Dump - Preliminary Lab Results

SUMMARY OF COMMUNICATION

Mann had Tearned through a phone conversation with Springfield Laboratory
personnel, the following preliminary lab results on three water (leachate)
1981, adjacent to the Sauget Toxic Dump:

samples taken October 2,

1. Sample A

A. Chlioroaniline

]

24,000ppb

B. Chloronitro benzene - 21,000ppb

C. Dichlorophenol - 31,000ppb
D. 2,4D - 22,000ppb
II. Sample B
A. Chlorophenol - 30,000ppb
B. Chloroaniline - 22,000ppb
C. Dichlorophenol - 7,000ppb
D. Chloronitrobenzene - 10,000ppb
E. Phenol 1,700ppb
F. Methylbenzosul faamide - 2,000ppb
G. Benzoic acid - 7,000ppb
H. Benzene carboxylic acid - 1,200ppb
I. 2,40 - 17,000ppb
ITI. Sample C
.A. Chloroaniline - 38,000ppb
B. Phenol - 11,000ppb
C. Dichlorophenol - 27,000ppb
D. Dichloroaniline - 2,800ppb
Dichlorophencl 2+000ppb
CONCLUSIONS, ACP'!ON B@?ﬁbﬂ?é RgeqHED z’oooppb
G. 2,4D - 8,000ppb

INFORMATION COPIES
Fenner, Schulteis/Buttolph, Miner/DiDomenico

YO:

EPA Farm 13004 (7-7%,

REPLACES ERPA HQ FORM 83003 WHICH MAY BE USED UNTIL SUFPPLY IS EXHAUSTED. N.S,
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Other constituents of the leac:: vere qualitatively identified as follows:

Chlorobenzene
Dichlorobenzene
Chloromethylphenol
Aniline
Chloronitrobenzene
Biphenol 2-0L
Methylbenzene
Methylphenol
Trichlorophenol
Sulfamide

Benzene

Biphenol Di OL
Dichloroaniline
Dichloronitrobenzene
Nitroaniline
Chloronitroaniline
Nitrophenol
Benzocarboxylic
Hydroxybenzoic acid
Benzoic acid
N-Butyl-pthalate
Methylbenzenesul faamide
Benzenesulfaamide
fethylphenol

Phenol
2-cyclo-pentanol
4-methyl-2-pentanol
Chlorophenol
Toluene
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These above constituents were idc tified in the leachate samples below a
detection level of 1000-7000ppb. <Depending on the specific chemical).

The PCB and TCP analysis will be ;orformed in about one week. When com-
plete, the IEPA will get a copy o. the full laboratory analysis and will

send us a copy. The sediment san-les taken were not analyzed at the time
of our phone conversation.
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